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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-14 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1 , 3, 4, and 7-9 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

In claims 1 , steps a-e have periods after each alphabetical step. 

Each claim must begin with a capital letter and end with a period. 

Periods may not be used elsewhere in the claims except for 

abbreviations. See Fressola v. Manbeck, 36USPQ2d 1211 (D.D.C. 

1995). In line 5, "elements of various natural languages" should 

probably be - -elements of said various natural languages- -. In line 

15, "though" should probably be - -through- -. 

In claim 3, there are multiple periods within the claims. 

In claim 4, lines 2 and 3, "in case there is blank", should probably 

be - -in case there is a blank- -. 

In claim 7, line 3, "template for sentence" should probably be - - 
template for a sentence- -. 

In claim 8, line 3, "template for sentence" should probably be - - 
template for a sentence- -. 

In claim 9, there are multiple periods within the claims. 



Application/Control Number: 09/647,875 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2654 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 3, 5, 9 and 11-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in 
the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use 
the invention. 

In claim 3, lines 3 and 4, "unifying the syntax concepts in natural languages 
having same function but for modifying different objects" could not be located in the 
disclosure. Applicant is advised to point out support, for example, p. 12, lines 1 and 2, 
"The common restriction principle of syntax information includes: unifying those syntax 
information having the same function but different objects;" which does not support the 
claimed limitation. 

In claim 5, line 6, "all the languages" is not taught in the disclosure. Applicant is 
advised to point out support for this limitation. 

In claim 1 1 , line 14, "displayed in the corresponding vocabulary information 
element items" is not described in the disclosure. The Examiner is unable to locate this 
information. The Applicant is advised to point out support for the limitation. 
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In claim 11, line 15, "displayed in the syntax information element items" is not 
described in the disclosure. The Examiner is unable to locate this information. The 
Applicant is advised to point out support for the limitation. 

Claims 9, and 12-14 are rejected as their parent claims are rejected. 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 1, lines 4 and 5, "all the necessary semantic information elements" is 
indefinite as the disclosure does not give bound nor define the limitation "necessary", 
"the necessary" lacks antecedent basis. In lines 6 and 7, "the commonly restricted 
candidate semantic information items" lacks antecedent basis, in line 7, "the original 
language symbols" lacks antecedent basis, in line 8, "blank information items for 
expanding by the user" is vague and indefinite as the Examiner is confused on how to 
expand a "blank" information item. In line 8, "the user" lacks antecedent basis, in line 9 
"the commonly restricted candidate semantic information items" lacks antecedent basis, 
in line 10, "the translation system" lacks antecedent basis, in line 1 1 "the optimized 
results" lack antecedent basis, "the user" lacks antecedent basis, in line 13, "the 
translation" lacks antecedent basis, "the semantic information items" lacks antecedent 
basis, in lines 14 and 15, "the semantic information items" lacks antecedent basis, in 
line 16, "the translation" lacks antecedent basis, "the user" lacks antecedent basis, in 
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line 17, "the translation" lacks antecedent basis. Furthermore, each "semantic 
information element", "semantic information items", "commonly restricted candidate 
semantic information items", and "information items" are virtually indistinguishable. The 
Examiner has exhaustively tried to distinguish, in light of the disclosure "items" and 
"elements", for Example in Figs. 1 and 2, in Fig. 1, "information items" appear to 
represent fields, in Fig. 2, "information items" appear to represent text in fields", the 
"semantic information elements", p. 11 of the disclosure, "all the necessary semantic 
information elements of various language systems, including items of definition of 
concepts, ..." does not provide any clarification, rendering the claim vague, indefinite 
and ambiguous. Where applicant acts as his or her own lexicographer to specifically 
define a term of a claim contrary to its ordinary meaning, the written description must 
clearly redefine the claim term and set forth the uncommon definition so as to put one 
reasonably skilled in the art on notice that the applicant intended to so redefine that 
claim term. Process Control Corp. i/. HydReclaim Corp., 190 F.3d 1350, 1357, 52 
USPQ2d 1029, 1033 (Fed. Cir. 1999). The terms "item" and "elements" in claim 1 
appear to refer to either text or fields or fields with text. These terms are indefinite 
because the specification does not clearly redefine these terms. 

In claim 2, p.2, line 3 "said necessary semantic" lacks antecedent basis, 
"necessary" is indefinite for reasons explained above, in line 4, "items" is indefinite for 
reasons explained above. 

In claim 3, line 4 "the syntax concepts" lacks antecedent basis", "unifying the 
syntax concepts in natural languages having same function but for modifying different 



Application/Control Number: 09/647,875 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2654 

objects" is vague, and incoherent, as the Examiner is unable to determine the limitations 
intended in "same function but for modifying", in line 4, "deleting as many as possible 
syntax concepts which are not indispensable" is indefinite as the degree of "possible" 
items for deletion has no clear bound or description the Examiner may refer to in the 
disclosure. In line 10, "the basic concepts" lacks antecedent basis, in line 11, "the 
attached near words" lacks antecedent basis, and is indefinite as to the degree of how 
"near" as in proximity or meaning, "the basic concepts" lacks antecedent basis, in line 
12, "the corresponding basic concept" lacks antecedent basis, "the language" lacks 
antecedent basis, in line 14, "those natural language words" lacks antecedent basis, in 
lines 14 and 15 "the basic concepts" lack antecedent basis, in line 15 "providing blank 
information items" is indefinite for reasons listed above, "the dialogue template" lacks 
antecedent basis. 

In claim 4, line 3, "the candidate information item" lacks antecedent basis, and is 
indefinite for reasons explained above regarding "items", "the original language symbol" 
lacks antecedent basis, in lines 3 and 4, "the user" lacks antecedent basis, in line 4 "the 
natural language symbols" lacks antecedent basis, "the system" lacks antecedent basis. 

In claim 5, lines 1 and 2, "the use frequency" lacks antecedent basis, in line 3 
"the information items expanded" lacks antecedent basis, and is indefinite for the 
reasons explained above regarding "items", "the user" lacks antecedent basis, in line 4, 
"the counting results" lacks antecedent basis, "the use frequency" lacks antecedent 
basis, in line 6, "the languages" lacks antecedent basis. 
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In claim 6, p.4, line 2, "the automatically optimized results" lacks antecedent 
basis", "in step 7" is indefinite and without bound, as the Examiner is unable to locate a 
step 7. 

In claim 9, lines 4 and 4 "vaguely commonly restricting" is indefinite as the 
examiner is unable to define a degree of "vaguely", in line 7, "the grammar attributes" 
lacks antecedent basis, "the concepts" lacks antecedent basis. 

In claim 10, line 2, "the user" lacks antecedent basis, in line 3 "the optimized 
results" lacks antecedent basis, "the all information dialogue template" lacks antecedent 
basis, in line 4, "items" is indefinite as explained above". 

In claim 1 1 , p. 4 line 2 "necessary" is indefinite as explained above. On page 5, 
line 7, "the selected sentence" lacks antecedent basis, in line 10, "said template" lacks 
antecedent basis, in line 1 1 , "vocabulary information element items" is indefinite 
regarding "element" and items" as explained above, in lines 11 and 12, "syntax 
information element items" is indefinite regarding "element" and "items" as explained 
above, in line 12, "the words" lacks antecedent basis, in lines 12 and 13, "all the 
synonyms of the words included in the necessary semantic information library" is vague 
and indefinite, as well as unclear in that the Examiner is unable to distinguish whether 
the synonyms are in the library, or the words are in the library, "the words" lacks 
antecedent basis, "necessary" is indefinite as explained above, in lines 14 and 15, 
"information element items" is indefinite as explained above regarding "element" and 
"items". In line 16, "the analysis results" lacks antecedent basis, in line 17, "necessary" 
is indefinite as explained above, in line 18, "the user" lacks antecedent basis, "in line 19, 
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"the synonyms" lacks antecedent basis, in line 20, "the syntax information items" lacks 
antecedent basis, and is indefinite as explained above regarding "items", in lines 20 and 
21 "the information element items" is indefinite as explained above regarding "element" 
and "items", in line 22, "the marking information" lacks antecedent basis, in lines 23 and 
24, "the marking information" lacks antecedent basis, in line 24, "the text displayed" 
lacks antecedent basis, in line 25, "said marking template" lacks antecedent basis, in 
lines 25 and 26, "the marking information" lacks antecedent basis, in line 26, "the 
instructed sentence" lacks antecedent basis. 

In claim 12, line 5, "necessary" is indefinite as explained above, in line 8, "syntax 
information items" is indefinite as explained above regarding "items". 

In claim 13, line 2, "the vocabulary information items" lacks antecedent basis, 
and is indefinite as explained above regarding "items", "said words" lacks antecedent 
basis, and is indefinite as there are words in a sentence and words in a library is parent 
claim 11, the Examiner is unable to distinguish, in line 3, "necessary is indefinite as 
explained above, in line 4, "syntax information element items" is indefinite as explained 
above regarding "element" and "items", "said words" lacks antecedent basis and is 
indefinite as explained above, in lines 4 and 5, "the syntax information items" lacks 
antecedent basis, and is indefinite as explained above with respect to "items". In line 6, 
"necessary" is indefinite as explained above. 

In claim 14, "vocabulary information element items" is indefinite as explained 
above regarding "element" and "items", in line 3, "the vocabulary" lacks antecedent 
basis. 
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Claims 7 and 8 are rejected as their parent claims are rejected. 



Appropriate correction is required 



Conclusion 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lamont M. Spooner whose telephone number is 
571/272-7613. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richemond Dorvil can be reached on 571/272-7602. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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